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A free press is essential for a free society. Much of the press and radio and most news weeklies, however, cater to the material and sensational, yielding to the many pressures that play upon 
narrow provincialism and our national prejudices. Thus political fanaticism and self-defeating military extremism threaten to displace sound democratic practice and a rational defense system. For 
those who would maintain their dedication to Christian citizenship and to truth, Between The Lines presents selected reports, analyses and forecasts drawn from the most authoritative sources, which 
provide a greater insight into the crucial issues of our day. This effort is dedicated to the belief that only through the Judaic-Christian concepts of truth can we avoid the violent changes inherent 
in war and in communism and thus move forward out of the tribalism of man towards the brotherhood of the Kingdom of God. Anything less will be dangerously inadequate in the nuclear age. 





“What Can I Do?”’ 


Are you looking for suitable material for a study group? The booklet, 
Building Tomorrow — a Religious Search for a Better Industrial Society, 
prepared by a Quaker layman’s Business Problems Group in Philadelphia 
and written by David S. Richie, is proving to be exceptionally stimulating 
for group discussion. This study is based upon the assumption that our 
present society possesses great value and has brought the highest material 
achievement to our nation, but that changes and improvements are urgent- 
ly needed as the atomic age matures. 





The study examines some of our 
most serious social and economic 
problems and the direction in which 
solution to these problems can be 
sought. It is the outgrowth of many 
discussions among Quaker business- 
men. Topics covered in various 
chapters include: 

“How is Our Industrial Society 
Conditioning Us?” 

“Toward More Industrial Democ- 
racy Through Free Enterprise.” 

“Toward More Responsible De- 
mocracy Through Concerned In- 
vestments.” 

“The Role of Labor Unions and 
the Role of the Worker.” 
“Our  Prodigiously 

Agriculture.” 

“Toward a More Peaceful World 
Community Through Voluntary 
Action.” 

Other similarly challenging topics 
are discussed. The pamphlet pro- 
poses four principles to guide us to- 
wards a better industrial society. 
Briefly: 1. Each human being should 
be assured the opportunity to de- 
velop fully as God intends him to 
do. 2. No man should be used as a 
means for the ends of another man 
or another group. 3. No one should 
be allowed to suffer because of in- 
ability to provide for his basic needs. 
4. Each human should be ap- 
proached with evidence of trust in 
Him, evidence of his personality. 

These four guiding principles are 
obviously relevant to our privileged 
industrial society. They are equally 
relevant to our entire world society, 
difficult and challenging as their ap- 
plication is. To give these four prin- 
ciples real meaning on a world-wide 
basis, it is imperative for each indi- 
vidual Christian to exert the effort 
of mind, imagination and heart to 
make the suffering of the oppressed 


Productive 


segments of mankind our personal 
concern and then to follow through 
rigorously in our political and eco- 
nomic actions. 


The booklet is available at $1. per copy 
from the Friends Social Order Committee, 1515 
Cherry Street, Philadelphia 2 Pa. 


Every church parish should have 
a study group of young adults on 
the lookout for such challenging 
material. If there is none in your 
church, why not organize one? 


Religious Integration: 


The Catholic Church is taking 
special steps to promote integration 
in New York City. In the past the 
Catholic Church has tended to be 
the center of national groups, set- 
tled in exclusive communities — 
Irish, Italian, German, Polish, which 
were closed communities with priests 
that spoke the different languages. 

Now, with thousands of Puerto 
Ricans entering the city, the church 
urges the existing parishes to make 
them a part of the older communi- 
ty. Today’s total of 700,000 Puerto 
Ricans, nearly all of whom are 
Catholics, has become a special and 
pressing concern of the church. The 
hierarchy is exerting much effort to 
make the Puerto Ricans feel wel- 
come in each parish. A spokesman 
for the church says, “We do not 
want to develop Puerto Rican par- 
ishes. We want them to be Ameri- 
can Catholic parishes. Priests, nuns 
and lay brothers are sent to Catholic 
schools in Puerto Rico for intensive 
language study to prepare for serv- 
ice in the N.Y. integration program. 

The great Protestant center in 
N.Y.C., Riverside Church, is also 
working on plans to integrate the 
underprivileged of its neighborhood 
into every activity of the church, 
according to Riverside’s noted pas- 
tor, Dr. Robt. J. McCracken. 


X-Ray and Foreeast 


HE RECOVERY OF SIGHT IN HIGH PLACES: Spokesmen for 

the American Bar Association are urging the recognition of the World 
Court at the Hague as an essential instrument of peace, and the renewal 
of its authority and an extension of its power. (AP, Apr. 13.) Vice Pres. 
Nixon and other officials are supporting these views and proposing that the 
U.S. prepare to surrender that portion of its national sovereignty essential 
to firmly establish the Court’s power. Other influential leaders point out 
that the United Nations is an essential part of the structure of international 
law and that it was established for this purpose. (Wash. Post, Apr. 14.) 
Many who have belligerently opposed any curtailment of U.S. sovereignty 
for the sake of establishing international authority and order have sought 
to undermine the UN in every way, but these same persons are now being 
forced to reassess the question as the probable alternative —a global hy- 
drogen holocaust — looms forebodingly. Russia is obviously experiencing 
a similar awakening as her delegates at international conferences make 
enlarged concessions — going about as far as they can, considering the 
internal conflicts within Soviet society. 

This may mean a new day for the U.S., for the American public 
has always been hopeful for the Hague Court, always far more enthusiastic 
about and more loyal to the UN than our professional politicos and most 
of the military. Our extremists have tried to make the people forget the 
Court and the UN, dragging them from one crisis to another — crises 
often resulting from our own policy of military expediency and extravagant 
military ventures. The fact that Russia’s lawlessness also harms the Court 
and the UN does not undo the harm of our own action. To compound a 
felony does not produce virtue. The renewed realization that a sane mili- 
tary program should augment and support the established instruments and 
processes of international law, rather than circumvent them, will be a great 
step forward towards peace. 


PRESSURES AND COUNTER-PRESSURES 


HINGS TO REMEMBER as the long pull towards a Berlin settlement 
begins, (much of which has been ignored in the usual news channels): 

Few but the extremists in Washington now interpret Khrushchev’s 
demand that the Western allies pull out of West Berlin as a positive war 
threat. But the extremists have been dominating Washington policy mak- 
ing, and even Congress often knows little of the decisions made by the 
“power elite” until it is too late for debate. 

THE NEW SECRETARY OF STATE, Christian Herter, is, how- 
ever, cautiously edging out from under the pressure of the extremists; the 
White House, at first wary of Herter’s more moderate stance, is being in- 
fluenced by the urgings of an increasing number of enlightened, courageous 
Congressmen — Senators Humphrey, Fulbright, Cooper and others — 
who believe that now is the time to make peace rather than war. Yet the 
counter pressure persists by the U. S. military fanatics who have many in- 
fluential voices speaking for them in ultra-conservative circles; it is these 
who would like to use the Berlin crisis as a spring board for “preventive” 
war — unless the Russians back down completely. 

AS NEGOTIATIONS OVER BERLIN BEGIN, a study of the 
press from world capitals indicates that most Western diplomats believe the 
Russians to be primarily seeking to stabilize their own position in East 
Germany and East Europe, by making East Germany an “independent” 
Communist state, while doing all possible to minimize the influence of a 
free, prosperous West Berlin on the drab, oppressed satellite states. Be- 


hind Khrushchev’s demand that Berlin be made an “open city,” many 
(continued third col., NEXT page) 








The Future of Castro 


Many garbled reports about the Cuban revolutionary regime of Fidel 
Castro fill the American press. A strong effort is being made in ultra-con- 
servative press circles to label the Castro regime as communistic. Also, the 
execution of Batista followers has been luridly headlined. 


What are the facts? From U. S. 
educators in Cuba and other such 
sources comes the following analy- 
sis: There are small, energetic Com- 
munist groups in Castro’s regime, 
one or two working close to him. 
He has willingly accepted their sup- 
port for, during his early revolu- 
tionary activities when the Batista 
regime was fully backed by the 
American gambling racketeers and 
the U. S. military and diplomatic 
corps, Castro, like all revolution- 
aries, took help wherever he could 
find it. And the Reds are skilled, re- 
sourceful revolutionaries and inevi- 
tably involved in any revolutionary 
upset in the world today. Because 
Castro has threatened to confiscate 
some U. S. investments (chiefly in 
sugar and public utilities), conserva- 
tive U. S. publications are raising 
a howl over Castro’s Communist 
connection. And there is no doubt 
that Castro intends to continue the 
economic revolution he has started, 
which means that the Communist 
scare will be played up even more 
in the future in U. S. communica- 
tions channels. 

On the other hand, Castro him- 
self comes from a well-to-do sugar 
family and, while he is an obvious 
threat to foreign investment inter- 
ests, there are no indications that 
he will do more than break up the 
large sugar plantation and produc- 
tion trusts — many U. S. owned — 
and promote the prosperity of the 
native Cuban sugar growers, espe- 
cially the small middle class groups 
that his own people represent. 

As he seeks to ease the exploita- 
tion of the sugar plantation workers 
who are employed but a small part 
of each year and live in dismal pov- 
erty the rest of the year, he will run 
into conflict with a whole system 
stretching from the banana and su- 
gar plantations of Guatamala, Hon- 
duras, El Salvador and Cuba to 
Wall Street and Boston (United 
Fruit Co.). Castro’s plans include 
ambitious efforts to remake the Cu- 
ban agricultural economy so that 
dependency on the one crop may 
be transformed into a diversified 
agricultural .program. In that way 
he represents a real menace to the 
powerful multi-billion dollar Ameri- 
can sugar and fruit interests. For, 
let there be no mistake about it, 
Castro means to revolutionize the 
whole Caribbean community — 
which lies ready and waiting for the 
kind of impassioned leadership he 
offers. American oil corporations in 
Venezuela are also closely allied 
with the fruit and sugar trusts. 

Will the U. S. interests cooperate 


with Castro or fight him? The more 
he is opposed by these powerful 
outside business trusts, the more 
likely he will be driven to extreme 
policies that will very likely then 
embrace some of the characteristics 
of Marxism — “the liquidation of 
corporate wealth for the benefit of 
the masses.” Emotional and impul- 
sive, as are many Latins, he can 
easily be driven to extremes. 

Much of the atmosphere of men- 
ace that has been cast around him 
in American press reports arises out 
of the lurid reports of the liquida- 
tion of 400 or more of the Batista 
regime, after the U. S. press had 
been silent for years concerning the 
torture and killing of over 20,000 
Cubans by the Batista dictatorship. 
U. S. mission educators in Cuba 
give as an instance of this misrepre- 
sentation, the battle of Santa Clara 
where Castro revolutionary forces 
routed the Batista army. The Amer- 
ican press reported that from one 
to three thousand civilians and Ba- 
tista followers were killed; Ameri- 
can educators on the ground report- 
ed that the total was about 100, Cas- 
tro’s men giving every possible help 
and protection to the civilians. 
Americans residing in Cuba are the 
ones who estimate that at least 
20,000 Cubans were victims of Ba- 
tista’s army and police brutality. 
When the facts are known, it would 
appear that Castro, despite his flam- 
boyant mannerisms, used remark- 
able restraint. 

The resumption of gambling in 
Havana does not mean that Castro’s 
regime has relented in their opposi- 
tion to gambling. But because of the 
pleas of thousands of Cuban work- 
ers employed in connection with the 
U. S. tourist trade in Havana, which 
clusters around the foreign hotel 
communities, the larger casinos 
have been permitted to reopen. But 
all of the operators are being care- 
fully screened and no one with any 
trace of a criminal record is per- 
mitted to operate. This has prevent- 
ed the return of most of the U. S. 
gamblers who were the buddies of 
many of the former U. S. military 
and diplomatic personnel. 

Pastorita Nunez, the directress of 
the Housing and Savings Institute 
which controls gambling, has an- 
nounced that the low-priced casinos 
will not re-open. These had been 
guilty of the most criminal exploita- 
tion of the common people. Only 
the gambling casinos that serve the 
American tourist trade are operat- 
ing — and these under the most se- 
vere controls. 


(continued ) 


X-Ray and Foreeast 


Western diplomats are convinced that the Kremlin has a strong desire to 
promote the eventual withdrawal of their armed forces from all the satel- 
lite states, provided they can persuade the U. S. and Britain to withdraw 
from West Germany. 

According to the majority opinion in diplomatic circles, the Rus- 
sians do not want to risk the recurrence of such outbreaks as occurred in 
East Germany in 53, in Poland in °55-’56 and especially in Hungary in 
56; and the Russians realize, furthermore, that the heavy Soviet troop 
concentrations now required in these areas by the cold war tend to in- 
crease the likelihood of such troubles. 

THERE IS LITTLE CHANCE for the unification of Germany at 
this time because: (1) The U. S. is determined to rearm West Germany and 
the conservative Adenauer regime would rather have a rearmed West Ger- 
many — which is composed now of three-fourths of the German popula- 
tion and industrial power — than an unarmed neutral independent united 
Germany. (2) If the U. S. should agree not to rearm West Germany, the 
Russians know that a free election to unite all Germany would boot the 
Reds out of East Germany. 

The Kremlin is, obviously, fully convinced that Russia is entering a 
new era in the Marxist revolution, that there can be no gain for them 
through atomic war, that they must somehow shift the emphasis from mili- 
tary subjugation and military preparation to Russia’s economic achieve- 
ments and influence. Communist literature is now full of the doctrine that 
further Communist expansion must come through persuading the peoples of 
the vast uncommitted areas in Asia, the Mideast, Africa and Latin America 
that Marxism offers the only way to jump from rags to riches in a hurry. 


BERLIN IS A MISSILE CRISIS 


HERE is a unanimity of opinion also among Western diplomats that 

the Berlin crisis was brought to a head by the growing fear in Russia 
over the rearmament of West Germany, a fear climaxed by the addition of 
U. S. atomic missiles to that rearmament. The UV. S. politico-military lead- 
ership has refused to face up to this factor. The Soviet began to demand 
that the U. S. get out of Berlin only as it became known that these guided 
missiles were actually being introduced into Germany this spring, with the 
program to be under full swing by this June — the deadline Khrushchev 
announced for the Berlin settlement. As this Newsletter has pointed out 
previously, the Russians, not being pacifists, will retaliate by building 
atomic missile emplacements in the East German Russian zone. This will 
force Russia to increase her armed power in Germany. And with the U. S.- 
British forces still in West Berlin, U. S. intelligence officers can actually ob- 
serve the Russian missile installations through telescopic lenses from the 
roof tops of West Berlin which lies 110 miles inside the East German ter- 
ritory. This operation will be in addition to the several thousand intelligence 
agents we already have operating out of West Berlin. (An example of how 
woefully uninformed the American people are on this issue is revealed in 
the results of a national poll which found that over 40 per cent of the pub- 
lic did not know West Berlin was deep inside the Russian zone! — N. Y. 
Times, April 8.) 

U. S. AND BRITISH LEADERS are still divided over how to ap- 
proach the Berlin negotiations, after months of debate and despit : the re- 
cent announcements of accord. Heretofore, while Dulles was Secretary of 
State, the U. S. military extremists maintained a rigid tight working formu- 
la with the West German Adenauer Government. But, as the British per- 
sisted in their more moderate views, with Herter replacing Dulles, it is 
inevitable that the iron-clad Pentagon-Adenauer front would begin to crack. 
This is of great importance, for the British are still arguing for restraint in 
the rearmament of Germany. Because almost all discussion of the with- 
drawal of U. S. forces from West Germany, in return for the withdrawal 
of Russian armies from Eastern Europe, has been suppressed in this coun- 
try, the British are pursuing the issue gently though firmly. (All of a sud- 
den, here, it becomes unpatriotic to boost the freedom of the satellite peo- 
ples from Russian armed occupation!) London continues to urge the ac- 
ceptance in principle of a limitation on German armaments, in both the 
East and West zones, looking to the hope that fixed limits now may lead 
to the decrease of armaments later on and to the eventual withdrawal of 
both Russian and Western armies from their present close and dangerous 
positions. 

THE BRITISH PUBLIC HAS NOT SUCCUMBED to the propa- 
ganda of the military extremists as has much of the American public. There 
is considerable bitterness and no little anger in England over the hasty re- 
arming of West Germany. The British have not forgotten the slaughter of 
thousands of Englishmen in their homes, and they understand Russia’s fears 
of a rearmed Germany. Heated charges have been leveled at U. S. military 

(continued third col., NEXT page) 
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Farm Surplus Deception 


The cry is rising again for something to be done about farm sur- 
pluses, the billions paid out each year in subsidies and the $7 billion or 
more in crop surpluses overflowing Government storage. But the real crux 
of the problem is seldom mentioned in the heated editorials: that so much 
of the farm payments go to large land owners and corporation-owned farms. 





Sen. Williams (R.-Del.) charges, 
for instance, that $3.4 million has 
been paid to just three farms or land 
holders —a sum greater than the 
total received by all the family op- 
erated farms in the four-state area 
of Del., Md., Pa. and N. J.! Sen. 
Williams states that the present law 
is not in the best interest of the 
bona fide American farmer but has 
been manipulated to favor the cor- 
poration-owned farm. Instead of 
being in the interest of the family- 
type operator, the Government is 
using the taxpayers’ money to en- 
courage the financing and con- 
solidation of farms under absentee 
ownership, charges the Republican 
Senator. Moreover, these same farm 
corporations and large land owners 
are, at the same time, receiving ad- 
ditional sums for not producing 
crops on other land which they own 
— acreages in the Soil Bank. 

Ten different land owners who 
got a total of over $3 million in 57 
from price support and $557,000 
from the Soil Bank program for not 
producing crops were named by 
Sen. Williams. Among them are: 
Delta Pine and Land Company of 
Mississippi, $1,167,000 for price 
support and $20,761 from the Soil 
Bank; the G. B. Franklin Farms of 
La., $128,000 for price support and 
$67,000 from the Soil Bank; 
the West Lake Farms, Inc., of 
Calif., $854,000 in price support 
and $126,000 from Soil Bank. 

Sen. Williams, along with other 
legislators, has proposed a bill that 
puts a ceiling of $5,000 on all farm 
payments, so that no land owner re- 
ceives payments in excess of that 
amount — thus directing farm price 
support to those for whom it is in- 
tended. But the large corporations 


and the groups that work with them 
(the food packing, handling and 
shipping companies, etc.) have been 
able to block the bill on every occa- 
sion through their own representa- 
tives. And not a few in the Senate 
and House are large landowners 
themselves. The Sec. of Agriculture, 
Ezra Taft Benson, himself a_ big 
farm operator, has opposed such 
legislation while campaigning for 
farm reform! 

Can any solution be found when 
such hypocrisy prevails? The anger 
slowly building up among thousands 
of the average farmers over the 
country, who have no voice in the 
press and little in Washington, may 
someday explode. 


The drop of about 8 per cent in 
the farmers’ net income this year 
will soon add much steam to farm 
pressures. (Dept. of Agriculture 
news release, Apr. 20.) The lower 
farm income results from lowered 
farm produce prices, yet food prices 
to the consumer have been lowered 
very little if at all. Meanwhile prof- 
its of the food processors and the 
great food chains continue to soar. 
Several investigations are pending 
in Congress on food profits, market- 
ing controls, etc. But tremendous ef- 
forts will be made to squash such in- 


vestigations before they get started. 

Meat packers have had the most spectacular 
gains. Armour’s net profits after taxes were 
63 per cent higher in ‘58 than in ‘57; Wilson’s 
up 36 per cent; Cudahy’s, 29 per cent; Mor- 
rell’s skyrocketed. Among the millers, Pillsbury 
led with a 63 per cent rise; General Mills, up 
20 per cent; Ralston Purina, up 20 per cent. 
Among the food chains, American Stores had 
a 15 per cent rise in profits, with Safeway, 
A. & P. and others not far behind. 


The farmers’ share of the con- 
sumers’ food dollar, according to 
the Dept. of Agriculture, was down 
to 39¢ in the last ’°58 analysis, com- 
pared to 54¢ in 1945. 


X-Ray and Forecast 


policies by responsible sections of the British press. One London paper 
headlined a verbal attack at U. S. generals as “brass-hatted fire-snorters,” 
for refusing to consider “the advantages of easing tensions by thinning out 
troops in Central Europe.” Fortunately a few American press voices are 
also breaking the ranks of submissive silence. The St. Louis Post Dispatch, 
in refuting the Pentagon propaganda that any withdrawal of U. S. arms 
from West Germany would work only to the advantage of the Russians, 
asked why U. S. troops “couldn’t be stationed in France and the low coun- 
tries. If this isn’t feasible. then NATO is exposed as a gigantic hypocrisy.” 
The Post Dispatch added, “It will be a great tragedy if the U. S. generals 


approach the coming negotiations . . . unwilling for the sake of peace to 
depart from the status quo.” 


(continued) 


THE PEOPLE SHOULD KNOW 


ANY scientists and some Congressmen are demanding more frank- 

ness about what the violence of atomic war would actually bring to 
our own civilization and to the world at large. The Civil Defense authori- 
ties, in the course of CD drills, make vague references to the extent of 
death and destruction with which the nation would have to cope, but little 
publicity has been given to the tabulations made by top atomic scientists of 
the casualties they believe would follow atomic attack. On the other hand, 
when groups of statisticians, engineers and others who serve Civil Defense 
organizations, assemble reports that minimize the effects of atomic attack 
if bomb shelters are built, evacuation plans followed, etc., these get front 
page publicity. 

THE BULLETIN OF THE ATOMIC SCIENTISTS, in its issue 
of Jan. ’58, presented a compilation of the estimates which leading nuclear 
physicists, who fashioned the atomic weapons, hold to be the most likely 
conditions that would prevail under an atomic attack on this country. (Since 
we presented this data in detail previously, we only summarize it here very 
briefly.) The scientists estimate that between 30 and 40 million (or more) 
would die in the first three days of atomic war, and that approximately 40 
million in addition would be injured, with 20 to 30 million of the injured 
succumbing in 60 days. The total of nearly 70 million dead in 60 days does 
not include the millions more who would suffer from exposure to radiation, 
bringing an immense and rapid increase in the incidence of leukemia and 
other forms of cancer, during the ensuing months and years. What would 
the final death toll be? This figure would also have to consider the geneti- 
cal damages from radiation which could only be estimated after genera- 
tions had lived and died. 

THE HIGH CASUALTY RATE among the injured is based upon 
the obvious fact that only an infinitesimal fraction of the casualties could 
receive medical care, blood plasma, etc. In fact, all medical authorities as- 
sociated with Civil Defense freely admit that the amount of blood plasma, 
medical supplies and medical facilities which the nation might accumulate 
could never begin to meet the need under such a widespread catastrophe. 
Only those victims who could get up and walk, with the expectation of 
quick return to full activity in defense of the nation, would receive any of 
the limited medical care available. There would, in addition, be an extreme 
scarcity of food, water and shelter which would be free from deadly con- 
tamination. Such resources could only be used to serve best the nation’s 
collective interest. Millions upon millions would be left to languish and die. 
Severe punitive military controls would be exercised to prevent the “mis- 
use” of the limited resources by the throngs who sought to ease the suffer- 
ing of loved ones. (Brookhaven Laboratory scientists reported to Congres- 
sional committees in °56 as to above details of casualties.) 

While Civil Defense authorities have generally soft-pedaled such in- 
formation, there is no effort to dodge the facts when direct questions are 
asked by medical authorities or concerned citizens. The records of Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki, where the bombs dropped were like children’s toys 
compared to the present atomic arsenals, are too familiar. 

IS BERLIN WORTH SUCH COSTS? Politicians and the military, 
in particular, brush aside or downgrade these estimates when they orate on 
the importance of preparing ourselves to accept atomic war, if need be, 
before yielding any point in the Berlin Crisis. It is this kind of sterile un- 
imaginative thinking which has enraged the British. They know too much 
about what war is like on the home front. 

THE SCIENTISTS’ ESTIMATES on atomic war are verified by 
the statements of Adm. A. A. Burke, chief of U. S. Navy Operations, in his 
recent appearances before the Senate Disarmament Subcommittee. The Ad- 
miral told the Senators that the Navy estimated that an all-out attack on the 
Soviet would kill from 20 to 40 per cent of the Russian population in the 


“initial strike.” Some 30 per cent of Russia’s 220 millions would total 66 
(continued third col., NEXT page) 





The New Missionary 

The influence of Dr. Albert Schweitzer continues to grow — with 
great significance for this particular age. Christian missionaries have been 
driven out of Red China; the Government of India only accepts with re- 
luctance any expansion of Christian missionary activity and in many in- 
stances has forced curtailment. Throughout the Mideast and in Africa, 
there is increased resistance to the traditional missionary evangelism — 
either Protestant or Catholic. But the type of service created by Dr. 
Schweitzer in his medical center at Lambarene, French Equatorial Africa, 


is something else again! 

Dr. Schweitzer does not represent 
any one religious creed or denom- 
ination, nor does his spiritual em- 
phasis spring from any particular 
school of theological thought. He 
believes and preaches that all re- 
ligion must be focused on man’s 
search for the presence of God, a 
relationship made manifest not by 
word or creed but through man’s 
association with all of life around 
him. Moreover, an ever growing 
number of young medical men over 
the world are being inspired by Dr. 
Schweitzer’s example to devote their 
lives in similar service, working in- 
dependently and securing support 
from whatever sources present 
themselves. 

Dr. T. A. Dooley, the young 
doctor who has gained world note 
by establishing an independent med- 
ical center in North Viet-Nam, is 
now being supported in this man- 
ner. Pharmaceutical and surgical 
supply houses are donating much of 
his equipment and drugs, while 
Navy friends and a lot of little peo- 
ple with their small contributions 
are maintaining his work through 
the International Rescue Com- 
mission. 

An organization called the Medi- 
cal International Cooperation So- 
ciety has been formed (MEDICO 
for short) to correlate the support 
of Dr. Dooley’s mission—in an 
area where over a million people 
have been without medical care — 
and to promote other similar enter- 
prises. While Dr. Dooley is a Cath- 
olic, the church is not associated 
with his work, nor are there any 
priests or nuns on his staff. Yet 
thousands, including Catholics, have 
been moved to help him in the name 
of God’s love and humanity’s need. 

MEDICO is being guided by Dr. 
Peter Comanduras of George Wash- 
ington University Medical School 
and Leo Cherne, of the Internation- 
al Rescue Committee. Dr. Gordon 
Seagrave, the “Burma surgeon” of 
war fame, is heading up the work of 
MEDICO in Burma, and MEDICO 
leaders are making a survey of Asia, 
Africa and the Mideast. 

A young American doctor from 
Massachusetts has just set up a hos- 
pital in Cambodia where there are 
five million people with only ten 
doctors. Dr. Theodore Binder has 
gone with his wife to open a hospital 
in Peru. Dr. William L. Mellon, of 


the wealthy Mellon family, has built 
a $2 million hospital in Haiti, most- 
ly out of his own resources, and is 
carrying on a health ministry in the 
most needy area of the Caribbean. 
All these are now associated with 
MEDICO. 

The work of MEDICO does not 
arouse the antagonisms which the 
missionary movement has accumu- 
lated in some areas because of an 
over-emphasis on sectarianism. Also 
there is an inter-racial aspect to 
MEDICO that erases the “white 
supremacy” theme which has un- 
fortunately characterized much mis- 
sionary work. 

The world is witnessing the birth 
of a new phase of world mission. 
One young doctor leaving soon to 
work with MEDICO in Asia has 
vowed, “I will seldom speak of what 
church I belong to, what creed I 
follow. I want my life and service 
to speak of God’s love for man and 
the need of man’s love for his broth- 
er.” But, as others point out, this 
new emphasis increases the pre- 
eminence of Jesus in the world’s 
thought. And, as Schweitzer never 
fails to make clear, it was his quest 
for the historical Christ that chal- 
lenged him to leave the fame, priv- 
ileges and comfort that had come 
to him as a renowned musician, 
philosopher and preacher in Eu- 
rope, to serve as a medical pioneer 
in Africa. 


Religious affiliations and “prefer- 
ences” of members of the 86th Con- 
gress: A recent survey indicates that 
Methodists are first; Catholics sec- 
ond; Presbyterians third; Baptists 
fourth; Episcopalians fifth. 


After 10 years of persecution in 
China, the Methodist Board of Mis- 
sions reports that there are still 500 
Methodist preachers in China serv- 
ing more than 70,000 Methodists. 





A HOUSEWIFE WRITES: 

“V'll never feel helpless again 
about the atomic age . . . the 
message in Journey Into Light 
left me with a confidence of great 
spiritual power within reach.” 

Have you ordered your copy of Charles 
A. Wells’ most recent book, Journey Into 
Light? This penetrating study of the Chris- 
tian faith for today is illustrated by the 
author, and handsomely designed in a 
hard-cover binding. Priced at $2.50 pp. 

A collection of Mr. Wells’ drawings, 
with pertinent comments, is also available 
in an attractive book, Think On These 
Things — 87 pages, rich blue, heavy paper 
binding, $1. pp. 

Order from Between The Lines Press, 152 
Madison Ave., New York 16, N. Y. 
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million. Those injured and succumbing in 60 days would bring the Soviet’s 
casualty total into the neighborhood of 80 or 90 million. All weapons spe- 
cialists estimate that the Russians’ atomic capabilities match those of the 
U. S. One important point emphasized in the Admiral’s testimony contra- 
dicts Civil Defense publicity, for the Admiral flatly stated that neither un- 
derground shelters nor any other means of defense could shield the Soviet 
population. 


(continued ) 


THE END IS NOT YET 

LL this is further highlighted by the reports in scientific circles that 
A a giant 60 megaton hydrogen bomb is now being developed. The de- 
structive powers of such a weapon is beyond calculation. A megaton is the 
equivalent of a million tons of TNT; the Hiroshima bomb carried the 
equivalent of only 15,000 tons of TNT. Sixty million tons of TNT in one 
explosion would, scientists estimate, totally destroy an area as large as all 
southern Wisconsin, northern Illinois and Indiana and southern Michigan, 
leaving a vast seared and glazed area of earth that could never be restored 
— and with the deadly radiation damage extending into the atmosphere of 
the entire Midwest. “This is the policy of massive retaliation carried indeed 
to the ad absurdum degree,” comments Marquis Childs (Wash. Post, Apr. 14.) 

DOES IT REALLY PAY to develop new and greater horrors as if 
the Russians would not overtake us — which they always do? Especially is 
the question pertinent when there is so much evidence that the Soviet lead- 
ers, straining to hold the pace required for Russia’s economic progress, 
would no longer divert their resources for these fantastic engines of death 
if they were not forced to do so by the threat of U. S. arms production. 
For the Soviet defense chiefs operate under the same universal defense 
concepts as Our own — never permitting a potential enemy to gain the de- 
cisive edge in striking power. 

While the Russians have used spectacular means to demonstrate 
their capabilities — such as launching astonishingly large space satellites 
and testing a few extraordinarily large A-missiles — they have never at- 
tempted to keep pace in the major arsenals we have created. The Russians 
are known, for instance, to have made fewer than 60 different atom bomb 
tests, compared to over 150 different tests by the U. S. to date. Hanson 
Baldwin, noted military writer for the N. Y. Times and associated papers, 
on April 5 reviewed testimony given before the Senate committees on the 
state of U. S. armaments. Quotes Mr. Baldwin, “These composite opinions 
(of the Army-Navy-Air Force chiefs) present a reassuring picture of the 
superiority of the U. S. today in any general nuclear war with Russia.” 
Specifically, he pointed out that Russia has only about 150 heavy bomb- 
ers, and is producing about one or two a month, compared to 500 to 600 
U. S. B-52 bombers with a production of eight or nine a month. The Soviet 
Union has about 1,000 medium bombers with no evidence of any extensive 
refueling capability. The U. S. has 1,500 or more medium bombers with an 
extensive refuelling system that makes the medium bombers almost as ef- 
fective as the giant B-52’s. 

The U. S. and Russia are believed to be running neck and neck on 
the development of missiles, with the Russians slightly in the lead on the 
intermediary missile. The U. S. has 14 giant aircraft carriers in service; the 
Russians have none, though the air carrier is recognized by all as the first 
arm of any intercontinental assault. That is, if Russia contemplated an as- 
sault upon this Hemisphere, she would need a large fleet of air carriers; 
yet she has none and is building none! (Aside from the 14 great air carriers 
in active service, the U. S. has many other air carriers of varied displace- 
ment, many of which are in inactive service but could be quickly reacti- 
vated. — N. Y. Times, April 5; also Jane’s Fighting Ships Annual.) 

SPACE SATELLITES containing acrial cameras, equipped with 
powerful telescopic lenses, are to be launched shortly by both the U. S. and 
the Soviet. The films that will be relayed to the earth’s surface will be 
capable of recording details of human activity with amazing accuracy — 
day or night. This is one of the most important developments soon to con- 
sume the attention of world leadership. The Soviet has already warned the 
U. S. that they will shoot down any such vehicle soaring over the Russian 
land mass, and U. S. military spokesmen have retorted in the same vein. 
But scientists advise that these satellites will fly so high and fast that they 
can’t be destroyed without launching quite an atomic war in space. Maybe 
the military devotees will be able to knock themselves out in space and thus 
spare the human creatures on the surface of the earth. 
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